FRENCH  POLITICAL  THOUGHT
reaffirmation of the economic laissez-faire for which Liberalism
had hitherto always stood1; after 18 75 as before, it resisted
the rising tide of collectivism, deploring only the weakness
with which even right-minded governments yielded to the
ever-growing demands of industrial workers.
It was difficult, however, for the problem of economic
collectivism to be entirely separated from that of political de-
mocracy. Were not those ever-growing demands for economic
advantages the inevitable consequence of political equality?
Could you really uphold popular franchise in its entirety and
trust it would respect existing freedoms ? Surely not. And the
conviction quickly formed itself that democracy was inevitably
the negation of freedom and Liberalism—a conviction that was
deepened by the undoubtedly illiberal religious and educational
policy of the Republican Government.2
War was the other factor which shook Liberalism out of
its negative assertion of freedom. Defeated France must now
regain her old position, or at least be able to defend herself
against any new aggression ; but defence, military organization,
these demand a Government armed with strong executive
powers: salus populi suprema lex; and freedom from the
foreigner must be put before abstract freedom at home.
Liberalism thus found itself hostile to that extension of
political freedom which was called democracy and favourable
to the setting up of those strong governments that national
exigencies seemed to demand. What then remained of its
essential philosophy? Obviously very little.
What the coming of the Republic made painfully clear was
the negative, confused character of current Liberal thought.
For any creed, religious or political, to be really effective it
must affirm as well as deny. The Liberalism of the early nine-
teenth century had been a real force because it confronted
1	But N.B. Tocqueville's hesitations on this very point towards the end of
i •    -\" r
his life.
2	We do not mean by this phrase to condemn that policy, which may well
be defended in the name of national safety. But anti-clericalism, whether
necessary or not, is certainly not an affirmation  of freedom—the  forcible
dissolution of a monastic order is not the restoration of " freedom " to its
members.
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